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I 

INTRODUCTION 

The second year of operation of the Child Service' DerTionstration Center at 
Mississippi State University' is designed to nia1nta1n and develop the capacities 
of the facility^ Including the extension of its services to the entire State of 
Mississippi , 

During the fourth quarter of this funding period 17 graduate students are 
receiving supervised training at the facilit^j 206 undergraduate and graduate 
students have thus far utilized the Center's facilities as part of related course- 
work 5 31 professional and concerned persons have visited the Center, 4 children 
have received diagnostic/prescriptive servicesj 42 children are receiving diagnostic/ 
prescriptive/remedial services. (See Appendix I for Summarj^ of Activities). 
All but back-ordered videotape equipment has been received. Internal and external 
evaluation of the Center has been accomplished. The Technical Manual 1s In press, A 
newsletter describing the Center's progress has been sent to each member of the 
Advisory Council , 
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II 

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT 

The goals of the project are: 

1* To design and implement a mul tidiscipli nar^^ model of a diagnostic/prescriptive 
remedial denionstration center for training professionLil personnel who work 
with children experiencing specific learning disabilities,,* 

2. to provide the development of effective diagnostic/prescriptive/remedial 

procedures that will be applicable and transferable regionally and nationally 
(p, 24, Section I, Original Proposal). The specific strategies and activities 
eiiiploy^d to reach these goals follow. 

U £t£ate£^ 

To establish an environment that allows the appropriate supervision of trainee 
while exposed to a comprehensive range of specific learning disabled children 
(p. 22, Section I* Original Proposal)* 
A, ActHrtjes 

1, The Mississippi State University facility will be remodeled to meet 
the needs of the proposed ... (p, 23, Section h Original Proposal), 
a. Physical Plant, Mississippi State University ^ completed painting 

the exterior of the structure in May, 197S. 

2. ,One of the rooms will be equipped with videotaping equipment to 
aid 1n the training of pre-and in-service personnel (p, 23* Section 1, 
Original Proposal ) . 

a. All but two back-ordered videotape receivers have been delivered 
and installed, 

Stratjg^ 

To gi^e ail trainees supervised practicum experiences in multldisclpl 1 nary 
staff lugs (p, 25, Section I, Original Proposal). 
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A. ££tjV2tie5^ 

1. Each child referred to the Center will be oducationany and 

psychologically evaluated by a team of 5 to S meiiiberb* representing 
the different disciplines (p. 25, Section I, Original Proposflil), 
a. The six graduate students enrolled in the courses Practicufii^ 
Diagnosis of Children with Learning Disabil 1 t1 es^ during the 
summer semester, 1975, represent the areas Of Educational Psychology, 
Special Education, and Eleiiientary Education* 

1 1 L Strategy 

To give each trainee supervised experiences in the adniinlstratlon, scoring, 
and interpretation of a wide variety of foniial diagnostic instruments (p, 25, 
Section U Original Proposal). 
A . Actiyjties 

1. Each trainee will administer 1) physical screening instruments, 
2) visual -motor tests, 3) standardized group achleverient tests , 
4) standardized individual achievefnent testSs 5) individualized 
psychological tests* 6) standardized subject matter tests In a 
continuously supervised setting (pp, 25-26, Section U Original Proposal), 
a. Appendix II includes a list of the formal diagnostic Instruments 

administered, scored, and interpreted by the diagnostic teams thus 

far in their training* 

IV. Strategy 

To give each trainee superviFied experiences in the adniinlstratlon , scoring^ and 
interpretation of a wide variety of infornnal diagnostic instrumentSt 
(p, 26, Section I, Original Proposal). 
A. Activities 

1, Each trainee will administer 1) conceptual sorting tests, 2) Informal 
social-emotional inventories^ 3) infornial achievement tests^ 4) interest 
and attitude scales (p. 26, Section I, Original Proposal). 



a. Appendix III includes a list of the informal diagnostic instruments 
adfTiinistereds scored, and interpreted fay the diagnostic team thus 
far in their training. 

To provide each trainee with experiences leading to tho faniiulation of prescriptive 
remedial objectives that are appropriate for the Individual strengths, weaknasses^ 
and needs of each child evaluated at the Center (p* 28* Section I, Original 
Proposal ) . 
A. Activit ies 

L Each trainee will be required to preview and evaluate the wide variety 
of commercially prepared remedial materials for the individual needs of 
his case (p, 28, Section I, Original Proposal), 
a. An alin of the Center's diagnostic/prescriptive phase 1s to rnade 
prescriptions as practical as possible for schools* A section of 
school background information forms deals with the materials available 
within the referring school facility. The trainees are required to 
preview and evaluate these fnaterials so that they can better plan 
usable prescriptions. 

2. Each trainee will be required to defnonstrate the correct use of a wide 
variety of commercially prepared remedial materials appropriate for the 
individual needs of his case (p, 28i Original Proposal). 

a. Each trainee enrolled in the course, Practicum: Remediation of 

Learning Disabil ities* is required to preview appropriate commercial 
materials to be used in his/her tutoring sessions. The use of these 
materials is videotaped during tutoring sessions and the trainee's 
effectiveness with them is evaluated by self and staff critique, 

3. Each trainee will be required to develop teacher-made materials to meet 
the individual needs of his case if appropriate materials are not avanable 
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commercial ly (p, 28, Original Proposal). 

Approximately 60 per cent of the material used in the tutoring ses!nons 
is teacher "made. 

V I , Strategy 

To provide dissemination of successftil diagnostic/prescriptive/reniedlal procedures 
to teachers* administrators^ parents, and appropriate concerned personnel 
(p. 28| Section I, Original Proposal). 
A* Activities 

1. The Center staff will continue to represent the Child Service Demonstration 
Center at civic and professional nieetings (p. lU Section It Second 
Year Proposal ). 

a. The Center staff and four graduate assistants attended the Council 
for Exceptional Chndren conference in Chicago? Illinois^ April 5-9| 
1976. 

b. The Center staff attended the International Reading Association 
Conference in Anaheims Californiaj May 1976, They spoke during 
a Symposium on "Mainstreaming the EKceptional Student in Reading 

An outline of the program may be found in Appendix IV. 

vn. Strategy 

To evaluate the process and prodjct of the Center's program, 
A. Activi ties 

The Center will record comments to behavioral rating scales by participating 
parents^ referring schools, and trainees (p, 29^ Section Is Original 
Proposal ) , 

a* Rating scales were sent to parents, school Ss case coordinators, and 
graduate trainees during the falU 1975, to assess their evaluation of 
the services provided by the Center, Fifty per cent of the parents have 
responded; the sumrTiery of their evaluation maj be found in Appendix V. 
Sixty seven per':cent of the schools have responded s the summary of their 
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eval uatiOTis fna3^ be found in Appendix VL Appendix VII includes 
a suniniary of the fifty per cent response from the case coordinators. 
One hundred per cent of the graduate trainees have responded; a summary 
of their c^^aluatlons may be found in Appendix VIII, 

b. Two representatives from American Institutes for Research (AIR) 
visited the Center June 14-lB, 1976, They reviewed student recordSi 
interviewed the Center staffs and met with the following University 
personnel : Dr. J. Chester McKee, Vice President for Research and Dean 
of the Graduate School; Mr, Abner Harrison^ Office of Research and 
Graduate Studies; Dr, Merrill HawkinSs Dean of the College of 
Education; Dr. James E. Walls Associate Dean of the College of Education; 
and D^, James R, Wilsons Department Head of Educational Psychology/Special 
Education* 

c. The success with which the Center met its goals and objectives during 
Its two .years of BEH funding Is sumniarlzed in Appendix IX. 

in* Strategy 

..,a technical manual will be written and made available to systems wanting to 
replicate the Center by the end of the second year of the program (p, IB^ 
Section I, Original Proposal). 
A, Activity 

1. The Technical Manual is in press at Central Duplicating, Mississippi 
State University s and should be ready for distribution by July 31 s 1976, 
Copies will be sent to BEH and other appropriate sources as soon as they 
are available* 
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III 

PROGRAM FUNDI Na SUMMARY 

During the Fourth Quarter of Fiscal Year^ 1976, $21,246.04, has been spent 
leaving a balance of $000.00. 
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IV 

BUDGET SUMMARy * 
FiscaV Year' i976 

Contract # OEC-300-74-9234 Fourth Quarter 

April 1, 1976-June 30, 1976 

FEDERAL SUPPORT 



L 1 lie I ttlll 




1 

pd 1 ( 




C ^ ^QUf t WW 


n 

V 


ulllp 1 Uyt^€ □^lit^l 1 Lb 




n 
u 


Staff Travel 


4,300.00** 


0 


Consultants & Workshop 


3,000.00 


0 


Project Evaluation 


1,500.00 


0 


Project Dissemination 


3,000.00 


0 


Communications 


1,500.00 


0 


Physical Facilities 


600.00** 


0 


Specialised Equipment 


9,175.00 


0 


Specialized Materials 


9,594.00 


0 


Subtotal 


64,020.00 


0 


Overhead 


5,122.00 


0 


TOTAL 


69,142.00 


0 



*This budget summary Is only an estimate. The final financial report will be 
filed by the Comptroller's Office, Mississippi State University when all accounts 
have been paid. 

*nransfer of $1,800,00 approved 1/29/76, (Judy Fein) from Physical Facilities to 
Staff Travel . 
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CHILD SERVICE DEMONSTRATION CENTER 
Summary of Activities 
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APPENDIX I 



ruTinncM DrrcTUTwr ccDWTrcc 


to 
6/30;76 


7 /I /7fi 

1 1 Lf IQ 

to 

6/30/76 


GRANO 
TOTAL 

1/J5/7 5 


1 Children refer rod for 

diagnos tic/pre scriptivQ 
services 


8 


68 


137 


Children receiving 

diagnos tic/ prescriptive 
eval uation 


4 


22 


38 


Children referred for 

diagnostic/prescriptive/ 
remedial services 
(Sumnier, 1976) 


48 


74 


117 


Children receiving 

diagnostic/prescriptive/ 
remedial servi ces 


42 


74 


74 


TOTAL CHILDREN SERVED 


46 


96 


112 


VISITORS 








Students uti 1 izing 
facilit^^ as part of 
of related course- 
work 


206 


947 


1553 


Parents 


11 


50 


116 


Professional Personnel 


3L 


167 


355 










GRADUATE TRAINEES 








Total number of graduate 
"Students receiving 
supervised training 


rr 


128 


156 
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FOFMAl DiAGNOSTrC TESTS 



i|;is:.v.> 



Bel tone Atidlometer 



K«ys.tone Tel eb1 nocular 



WcQctcock Readtrig Wasterj Test 



K«yMlath Qiagtiostic Ar1tlmet1c Test 



Peabod^ Picture Vocatuliry Test 

■ ' DrawA-Man 

: M€CNsler Intell Igence S«le for Children ( HISC-R) 
niifiols Test of Psychol1ngu1st1c Abilities ( ITPA) 
Diagnostic Reading Seal es (Spaclie) 
; Scldfnan-Frlstoe Test of Auditors Discrlirl nation 
Wide Rang* Ach-f evemert Test 
Benton Test of Visual Retention 
{ p€abod^ Individual Achl eveinerit Tsst 
; Utah Test of Language Development 
; yNtropoli'tari Readiness Tests 

■ Cognitive Skills ^ssessjnent Battery 

Beery Dev«lopitiental lest of \/1 sua! -Motor rutegratlon 
Stanford 11 net 

Boehm test of Basic (oncepts 
1 ^. Llncolri Oseretsky Test of Motor Prof1c1enci 
;! PLssessment of Children' s unsua^e Coripi-elieJisI on 

CallfornU Ac h lev erne rt Test 
}: Soldinari-Prlstoe-Woodcock Tesl of Articulation 
I- Chndren' s Aperceptlcn Test 
I Ulnter-Haven Percept*ial Test 
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Wepman Test of Audltcrj' Discrimination 
Frostig Test of Visual Percepti'nn 
Rorshach 

Gray Oral Riad1n9 Test 

Ourrell Analysis of Reading DIfrflcuHy 

Slosson Oral Readlfig Ttst (SORT) 

Slosson Intemgince Test (SIT) 

Basfc Educatiorial Skills Inventory (BESD-Math 

Basic Educational Skills In\#entory (BESI) -Reading 

Wechsler Preschool a»id Primary Scale of IntelHgence (MPPSI) 

Animai Crackers 

Stanford Achievenient Test 

Select-Ed Target-Behavior 
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;> APPENDIX m 

INFORMAL DIAGNOSTIC INSTRUMENTS 

SilvarDli Sight Word Test 

Bttts Spelling Inventory 

Incomplete Santencas 

SiJbj active Reading InvfntQfj 

Van Wagenen Word Ltarning Subtest 

Inventory of Interests and ^ttf tudes 

Parent Interviaws 

Child Interviews 

Ninl-tiaehing Sessions 

Bett's Test of Visual 01 scrimiriaticn 

Dolch W^rd List 
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APPEND 3X IV 
IRA PROGRAM OUTLINE 
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Wednesday, May 12— a:C04;45 p.m. SYMPOSIA 



ROYAL INSTATE ■ « i . 

Integraiing Reading Instruetion into Earth ScioncQ: The Developmint ©f a CompetenGy^Based I nstruG- 
tional Bymm Intended for reading specialists, classroofn teachers, and admin istraiofs. grades 
S- 1 2, CM ring: to be announced 

Intermatbn Processing In Earth Seiince: A. Reading Specialist Discusses th€ ReadlngnTilnWng 
Commmm Needed in Earth Science, and the Design d an Instructional Syatern to Develop 
Thefn SDrnker Ruth T. Kmmg, Fnirla^ Countyp Virginia Public Schoois 

ImplementingCompetency^Basad Reading Instruction In Earth Seience Classes:^ .ScieneoTia|her 
Oiscussas Instructional Strategies and Diaiir&om Management SpeakBr: William K. Johns&n, Fain 
tax County, Virginia Public Schools 

pQssibilitles. PrDblems, and Practicality: An Admlnistralor's Role in instructiQnal System Design 
SpaB^vn Rennie C. Coleman. Jr, FaitoCouniy, Virginia Public Schools 



OUAL1TVINN.0RANGEV/O0D1 _ ^. ^ , . . 

Mains tr^aming the tSxeepiioral Student In Reading: Strategias for Teaehing the M^ntaiy Retarded, 
l^arning/BehavlQral Disordttrs and Gittid In the Regular Claisroonn Intended for classroom 
feachars. reading Bu^emQ($. and teacher Jralners, grades K-i2. Chainng: Frances A, Karnes, 
University of Southern Mississippi 

Sirategles to Fundtionali^e Reading for the Mantatly Retarded Speaker: Nanay VValiner, Missis^ 
§ipai State University « f e 

Elfeeti ve Teaching Teehniques for tha tearnirig/Bihavloral Dlsgrdor Students Spm^Qr: Eugene i-. 

Martin, Mississippi Slate Umversilv ^ ^ ^ 

Parsoniliiing the Reading Program tor the Gifted SpeakBr Frances A. Karnas. University ot 

Southern Mississippi 
^udignce Question and Answer Sesii-cn 

Sunirnary Sprnker: Franees A. Kwr^e Sp Univefsity of Souihern Misei§sippi 



Toaching Ccllege'Levet Reading in a Computer Aislsted/Coniputar Managed Setting Intended for 
coiiego and junior college instructoreof reading. Cngirsh, and study skiiis. and others infereited tn 
conpuier assisted/managtd instruetion at al! levels. Chaimg: Wayne B. Heriin. Bngnam Young 
University 

Applying an Inslrufitlonal Psvchology Model to Analvsis of the Reading Task Sp&QkBn Barbara 
Vance, BnghanriVoung University ,^ , , . ^f.^^.^^e 

Using a Time-Shared, Intefactive, CDmputir-Cantrolled Instructional Talevlsion(TlCClT)Syitem to 
Teach f^eadlng at the College Level SpmkBr: Dorothy M. Hansen, Sfigham Young University 

TICCIT-Based Raadlng InstfUGtion to Beginning FreshrriBriStudenta at a Large, Four^year univer* 
iity: A Critique Based on Prellmifia^ Pate RmeflBlB: V. Con Osborne. Brighanri Voung University: 
Craig K, Mayfieid, BrighaiT^ Yaung University 

Cucstipn and Answer period, Aiidicnce to all Participants 

Summary Speaker; Wayne R, Herlir%,Srlgham Young University 



HVATT HDUSE. VALENCIA ^ w ,i ,h.« 

Readers Theatre: A Nev^^ApproachtoOidProblenni Intended for dassroonn toacheri and all others 
infflrested in the dynnnnics □! an innovative oral approach to liierature. grades 12. Qia/r/ng; PMary 
Stuari Taylor. La Umm, Calilornia Schools 
tntroduction-. t. KingslovPovwiire. San Pego State University Audience Participation In: 'The 

^'%sdefi Theatre Perfarmancaa by ilementary,. SecDndary, and University Students Pirecfor; 
William J. Adams, San OieggStiJtcUnivirsily * * n ^ 

Dlmcusilon: Getting StarttdlnReadorsThpatre Spea/fers; Mary Stuart Taylor, Li f^isa.CalifQfma 
SohO€l^^ William Franklin Snnith. $m Diego, Cdiifornia Sehooli _ 

Praclicuni: Audienct Participating \^ith Readers Theatro The Institute for Readen Thoatro 
Meinborg 
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SUMMARY OF PARENTS' EVALUATIONS 
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EVALUATION OF SERVICES 
To The Hortie 



CHILD SERVICE DEMONSTRATION CENTER 
Mississippi State University 



Parent (s) af : Please coniplGte the following 

form and return 1t to the Child Service Defnonstration Center, A 
stamped, salf-addrissed envelope Has been enclosed for your convenience. 



DON*T 



^ PUase check your response) YES MO KNOW 



A, written cofunumcation wixn the Center 
was given prompt attention. 


100% 






I \ HE/ 1 c I u If uw 1 1 Ufjur] ens Uentcp 
Staff for information and/or consultation. 


100'^ 






3* The information requested on the referral 
fornis was easily obtainable. 


100% 




• 


1 4, The HandbDOk for Parents and Case 
Coord ina tors was claarljy written. 


100% 






5. The Handbook for Parents and Case 
Coordinators was helpful* 


100% 






The Case Coordinator explained the 
"Diagnostic Suniniary* to nie (iis)i 


100% 






7* 1 (We) now have a better understanding 
of the child's strengths and weaknesses, 


100% 






8, The Case Coordinator explalnad the 

''Recomnendatlons to the Home" to me (us)* 


100% 






9. The recomfnendatlons made to the home were 
faasible in terms of the family structure 
and 1 ife style. 


100% 






10» The recorniiendatlons made to the home' 
seemed appropriate for the child. 


100% 






11, The recomrnendatlons made to the home ^ 
■ were easily implemented. 


100% 







DON'T 

YES NO KNOW 



12. 


I <We) noted changes In the chlld^s 
behavior and/or attitudes at horn. 


lOOl 






13. 


I (Wc) feel the child should probably 
receive tutorial help during thf» 
summer. 








14, 


I (Wc) would like to have the child 
reevaltiated at the Center during 
the mxt sehqol ^'ear. 






75%' 


15. 


I (We) feel the child's progress is 






7CV 




poor 


satisfactory 


good 



ProbleTiis encountered!! 



Comments: 



Stgnature 
Date 



19 



17 



APPENDIK VI 
SUMMARY OF SCHOOLS' EVALUATIONS 
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EVALUATION OF SERVICES 
To The School 



CHILD SERVICE DEMONSTRATION CENTER 
Mississippi State University 



Teacher (s) of : Please coinplete the fonowlrfg 

form and return 1t to the Child Servi^ Center* A stahiped 

self^addressed envelope has been enclosed for >^our cowenlence, 



DON^T 



(Please check your response) YES NO KNOW 



1, Written communi cation with the 
Center was given prompt attention* 


751 




25% 


2, I (Wef felt free to call upon the Center 
staff for Information and/or consultation. 


751 




251 


3, The Information requasted on the 
referral forms was easily obtainable. 


751 






4* The Handbook for Parents and Case 
Coordinators was clearly written* 


100% 


- ^- 




^ Th^ H^nrfhniit for pAv^pnt'^ unri C^^^ 
Q* 1 lie riQiiuywuis IMI rctf Eriwd diiu uq^c 

Coordinators was helpful. 


100% 






6. The Case Coordinator eKplained the 
"Diagnostic Summary" to me (us)t 




' 501 




7. I (We) now have a better understanding 
of the child's strengths and weaknesses. 


m ' 




' 25% 


8, The Case Coordinator explained the 

"Recontmandatlons to the School" to me (us), 


501 






9. The recommendations made to the school 
were feasible In terms of the schooVs 
structure and teaching capabilities 


100% 






10, The recommendations made to the school 
seemed appropriate for the child. 


751 




25% 


11. The recommendations made to the school 
were easily implemented. 


100% 







ERJC 21 
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YES NO KNOW 



IZ. I (We) noted changes in the child's 
behavior and/or attitudes at school. 


751 




251 


13. I (Me) feel the child should probably 
receive tutorial help during the 
sufmer , 


251 


501 


251 


14* I (We) would like to have the child 
reevaluated at the Center during the 
next school year. 


251 




25i 


15. I (We) feel the child's progress has bei 


m 


. 10Q% 


poor 


satisfactory good 



Problenis encountered: 



Signature 
Date [ 
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SIMHARY OF CASE COORDINATORS' EVALUATIONS 
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EVALUATION OF SERVICES 
To Case Coordinator 

CHILD SERVICE DEMONSTRATION CENTER 
Mississippi State University 



Case Coordinator for Please compUtt the 

following form and return it to the CRIW'lirvTce Demonstration Cernter. 
■ A stamped, self -addressed envelope has been enclosed for your canvwlence. 



DON'T 

YES NO . KNOW 



I. wnttsn cofTiniumca tion witn trie usnwr 
was given prompt attention. 


1001 






2. I felt free to call upon the Center staff 
for information and/or consultation. 


1001 






3. The Information requested on the reftrral 
formi was easily obtalnaBTe from the 
records. 


100% 




- - 


4, The Handbook for Parents and Case 
Coordinators was clearly written* 


100% 






b, 1 ne riandDOOK tor rarenus ana tase 
Coordinators was helpful. 


lOOf. 






6, The "Diagnostic Sumary'- was easily 
understandable. 


100% 






7, The "Diagnostic Summary" was sufficiently 
datailed to be helpful. 


100% 






8, The recommendations made to the school 
were feasible in terms of the schooVs 
organisations materlalsi and staff 
capabilities. 


100% 






9, The recommendations made to the school 
seemed appropriate for the child* 


100% 






ilO, The recommendations made to the school 
were easily implemented. 






100$ 


U, The child should probably receive 
tutorial help during the summer* 
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DON'T 

YES NO KNOW 



12* Tha child should pfobable be reevaluated 








at the Center during the next school 








year. 




100% 




13. The child's progress since evaluation has 


been 


1001 


poor sati sfactory good 



Problems encountered: 



Comments: 



Signature 
Date 
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EVALUATION OF TRAINING 



CHILD SERVICE DEMONSTRATION CENTER 
Mississippi State University 



Student completing Training: Please complete the following form and return 
it to the Child Service Demonstration Center. A stamped self-addressed 
envelope has been included for your convenience. 



( PI ea se c hec k one of the f o1 1 owi ng ) 



YES 



NO 



1. Adequdti orisntation to the Centsr was 
provided 


100% 






2, The objectives of the training sxpsrlence! 
were clearly explained. 


100% 






3, Adequate instruction in test administra- 
tion was given. 


100% 




ft 


4, Adequate instruction in test interpre- 
tation was given. 


100% 






5. I proTitted from the multidisciplinary 
stafflngs. 


100% 






u« flic ^l^c Ul ^ La i 1 1 iiy 3 Wa ^ bs L 1 ^ ^ 

factory. 


100% 






7. The supervision of testing and/or 
remediation was satisfactory. 


100% 






8. The staff supervisors were readily 
available to provide assistance to me. 


100% 






9. The Graduate Assistants were readily 
available to provide assistance to me. 


100% 






10. I feel confident doing psychoeducatlonal 
testing. 


100% 






11. I feel confident making psychotdueational 
diagnosis. 


50% 


50% 





I'T 
KNOW 



YLS_„ NO KNPH 



12. I feel confident making educational 
prescriptions. 


B0% 


50% 




13, I feel confident matching mater idls and 
methods to individual needs* 


100^ 






14* I feel confident writing a case study. 


100% 






15, Testing and teaching materials were in 
adequate supply. 


100% 






16. The video-tape experiences were helpful * 


100% 






17. I feel confident interviewing parents. 


100% 






18, I feel confident interpreting a Diagnostic 
Summary and recommendations to school 
officials. 


100% 






19, I would rate this training experience as 50% B0% 

E G S P 



20. Strengths of the training program: 



21, Weaknesses of the training program: 



22. Problems encountered during training: 



23. Suggestions for change of training- 



Signatut^e 
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Please complete thG following so that our permanent records will be accurate 
for coitimunlcation with you and for a research data bank, 



Mr. 

Name: Miss 
Mrs, 
Dr. 



Permanent Mailing Address: 
(Where mail can always reach 
you or be forwarded to you) 

Date of Graduation: _____ 

Degree: _________ 

Major Area of Study: 

Major Advisor: _____ 



Current Job Title: 



Current Job Description: 
(Please be specific) 



Thank you for taking the time to complete this evaluation of training. Only 
by your participation can training programs be strengthened. 
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APPENDIX IX 

SUMMARY OF PROGRAM GOALS' EVALUATION 



* 
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THE PROGRAM 

Goal 






To design and implement a multldisciplinary model of a diagnostic/ 
prescriptive/remedial demonstration center for training professional 
personnel who work with children experiencing specific learning 
disabilities by providing during each calendar year: 


X 




# nine months of diagnostic/prescriptive experiences for pre-service 
personnel and 

^ nine weeks of diagnostic/prescriptive/remedial experiences for 
in-service personnel . 


X 
X 




A, Objective 






To provide a simulation environment and experience for training 
pre-serv1ce personnel to use diagnostic/prescriptive techniques 
for children eKperiencing specific learning disabnities. 


X 




B. Objective 






To provide a simulation environment and experience for training 
in-service personnel to use diagnostlc/prescrlptive/remedial 
techniques for children experiencing specific learning 
disabilities. 


X 




C, Objective 






To establish an educational service for teachers , parents * school 
administrators s and other personnel concerning diagnostic/ 
prescriptive/remedial procedures for children experiencing 
specific learning disabilities. 


X 




1. Strategy 






To establish a multldisciplinary team approach for the 
diagnostic/prescriptive/remedial approach to provide services 
for children experiencing specific learning disabilities. 


X 




a. Activities 






(1), Appropriate staff per-sonnel will be identified and 
recruited from a number of disciplines (i*©*. 
Special Education, Reading^ Psychology, Guidance 
and Counseling, and Medicine, among others)* 
Tentative comiltments have been secured from 
selected Mississippi State University personnel 
(Appendix D), , 


V 
A 




(2). Physical facilities will be provided by Mississippi 
State University that will permit the program to be 
realized (Appendix D). 


X 





NOT 

MEL. 
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Mississippi State University will make 
the necessary modification in college 
curricula for undergraduate and graduate 
students In training (also Appendix C)* 

Supervisory responsibilities^ time and 
space util izationi methodology, data 
collections and program evaluation will 
be effected by the proposed center's 
staff. 

Recruitment of pre-service trainees from 
Psychology^ ReadinOt Special Education^ 
Guidance and Counseling will be 
effected as part of their undergraduate 
course work. 

Recruitment of existing concerned 
personnel will be effected through 
Mississippi State University's summer 
school program. School systems within 
the state of Mississippi s summer school 
students, and other concerned personnel 
will be iMde aware of the training 
experiences. Students wishing to par- 
ticipate in the program will have the 
experiences made part of their graduate 
program course work. 

Recruitment of potential specific learning 
disabled children to participate In the 
pre-service aspect of the prograin will be 
accomplished through mass media, school 
bulletins, and personal contact (approx- 
imately 25-50 children per regular nine 
month college year), 

(a) . Specific teacher referrals will be 

utilized from the state's school 
system, 

(b) . Specific non^-educational referrals 

will be utillied. 

(c) . Parental referrals will be accepted 

from coordinatinci personnel. 

(d) » All participants must have full, 

written parental or guardian consent 

Recruitment of potential specific learning 
disabled children to participate in the 
in-service aspect of the program will be 



accomplished in the same manner (approx- 
imately 30-100 chndren per regular nine 
week college summer session), 

2, Strategy 

To extablish an environment that allows the appropriate 
supervision of trainees while exposed to a comprehensive 
range of specific learning disabled children. 

a. Activities 

(1) , Mississippi State University will make necessary 

curricula changes 1n the course offerings to under- 
graduate and graduate students, 

(a) . Undergraduate and graduate observations will 

be made a part of selected course work. 

(b) . Graduate practlcum experience in psychology, 

reading 5 guidance^ and/or special education 
will be available in this proposed center. 

(2) . Appropriate commercial remedial material which is 

currently not available In the College of Education's 
Material Center will be secured. 

(3) . Appropriate remedial techniques and materials will 

be developed when needed and applicable, 

3. Strategy 

To provide an educational service to parents, regular class- 
room teachers, school administrators^ and other concerned 
personnel that are personally Involved with diagnostic/ 
prescriptive/remedial procedures utilized with children 
experiencing specific learning disabilities. 

Goal 

To provide the development of effective diagnostic/prescriptive/ 
remedial procedures that will be appllcalbe and transferable regionally 
and nationally, 

A. Objective 

To develop effective diagnostlc/prescrlptive/remedial procedures 
and materials for children experiencing specific learning 
disabilities. 
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B, Objective 

To develop mechanisms by which successful diagnostic/prescriptive 
remedial strategies can be effectively disseminated throughout 
the region and the nation. 

C. Objective 

To develop mechanisms by which short term and long term follow-up ^ 
evaluations of Individual children can be effected. 

1. Strategy 

To give all trainees supervised practlcum experiences in x 
mul tidlscipl 1nary staff "^ngSt 

a. Activities 

(1) . Uch child referred to the center will be edu- 

cationally evaluated by a team of 5 to 8 members s x 
representing the different disciplines, 

(2) , Each child referred to the center will be psycho- 

logically evaluated by a team of 5 to 8 members, x 
representing the different disciplines, 

(3) , Appropriate medical personnel will be involved in 

the case study staffings if the needs of the x 
individual children warrant such a procedure, 

2* Strategy 

To give each trainee supervlsci practlcum experiences 1n the 
administration, scoring, and Interpretation of a wide variety 
of formal diagnostic instruments. 



a. Activities 



(1). Each trainee will administer 1) physical screening 
Instruments such as the Keystone-Tel ebi nocul ar and 
the Bel tone Audiometer , 2) visual -motor tests such 
as the Beery Developmental Test of Visiial Motor 
Integration and the Pros tig Developmental Test of 
Visual Perception, 3) standardized group achievement 
tests, 4) standardized individual achievement such 
as the Wide Range Achievement Test and the Pea body 
Individual Achievement Testp 5) individualized psy- 
chological tests as the Wechsler Intel llg erice Scale : 
for Children , the Stanford Bfnet i the nilnols Test 
of PsycTioT Tnguls tic Abilities , and the Bender- 
Gestalt, 6) standardized subject matter tests such 
as the Gray Oral Reading Test , the Woodcock Reading 
Mastery Test and KeyMath Diagnostic Arithme tic Test 
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in a continuously supervised setting* The accuracy 
of test scoring and the interpretation of the 
results will be evaluated by the trainees and the 
supervisory staff in the case staffing of each child 

Strategy 

To give each trainee supervised practicum experiences in the 
administrationi scoring, and interpretation of a wide variety 
of InforfTial diagnostic Instruments, 



a* Activities 

(1) . Each trainee will administer 1) conceptual sorting 

tests, 2) Informal social -emotional Inventories^ 
3) Informal achievement tests such as a Subjective 
Reading Inventory, the Betts Spell ing Test , the 
Sil varQli Sight Word Test , and the WepmarPTest of 
Auditory Discrimination , 4) interest and attitude 
scales in a cbntlnuousTy supervised setting. The 
accuracy of test scoring and the interpretation 
of the results will be evaluated by the trainees 
and the supervisory staff 1n the case staffing of 
each child, 

(2) * Each trainee will be expected to participate in 

m1n1j?teaching sessions used for possible pre-- 
scriptlve units. Such sessions will Include lan- 
guage experience, 1/t/a, and Fernald approaches 
to remediation. 

Strategy 

To provide trainees with the opportunities to acquire Inter- 
viewing techniques with parents, classroom teachers, and other 
personnel concerned with children experiencing specific 
learning disabilities. 



a. Activities 



(1) . Following Intensive and extensive instruction with 

Interviewing techniques, the parents of each child 
referred to the proposed center will be interviewed 
separately by the trainee responsible for the case 
The Interviews will be audio taped for evaluation, 
and critique by the trainee and the supervisory 
staff. 

(2) , When possible the teacher of each child referred to 

the proposed center will be Interviewed by the 
trainee responsible for the case. Evaluation of 
the interview will be made during private con- 
ference of the trainee and the supervisory staff. 
The results of the Interview will be disseminated to 
the entire case team during the case staffing. 
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(3). When possible the trainee responsible for the case 
will deliver the completed case study to the 
referring personnel* Reaction to the case study 
will be obtained by interview techniques. This 
feedback will be utilized in evalution of the 
program. 

Strategy 

To provide each trainee with experiences leading to the 
formulation of prescriptive/remedial objectives that are ap- 
propriate for the individual strengthSs weaknessest and needs 
of each child evaluated at the proposed center, 

a. Activities 

(1) . Each trainee will be required to preview and 

evaluate the wide variety of commercially prepared 
remedial materials appropriate for the indiviual 
needs of his case, 

(2) . Each trainee will be required to demonstrate the 

correct use of the wide variety of commercially 
prepared remedial materials appropriate for the 
individual needs of his case. 

(3) . Each trainee will be required to develop teacher- 

made materials to meet the individual needs of his 
case if appropriate materials are not available 
commercially. 

(4) . The program of training during the diagnostic/ 

prescriptive/remedial period (summer, 1976) will be 
expanded to provide greater flexibility and experi- 
ences In the development of teacher conipetency. 
Instead of employing only one-to-one and small 
group remedial tutoring, the trainees will learn 
how to utilize peer teaching techniques. 

Strategy 

To provide dissemination of successful diagnostic/prescriptive^ 
remedial procedures to teachers p administrators » parents, and 
appropriate concerned personnel , 

a. Activities 

(1). The staff of the center will author an informative 
booklet for parents of children experiencing 
specific learning disabilities. County libraries 
and physicians In the area will be contacted as 
possible distribution sources for the booklet. 
Announcements of avanablllty will be made through 
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mass media* Copies of the booklet will also be 
mailed from the center upon request, 

(2) . The staff of the center will author a booklet for 

public school Si providing information and program 
suggestions about and for children suspected of 
experiencing specific learning disabilities* Notifi-^ 
cation of the availability of the booklet will be 
sent to public school systems the booklets will be 
mailed to requesting personnel. 

(3) . The Mississippi State University Center will co-host 

the Mississippi Association for Children with 
Learning Disabilities (MACLD) meeting in February, 
1976. 

(4) , The Center staff will author a Technical Manual 

sufficiently detailed so that the program can be 
replicated regionally and/or nationally. 

(5) . The Center staff will broaden its production of 

audio/video teaching tapes and will continue to 
encourage other departments to utilize the video 
equipment, as well as the rest of the facilities 
at the Center. 

Strategy 

To evaluate the process and product of the proposed center 
program. 

a. Activities 

(1) . Diagnosed children will be followed-up In the public 

schools by consultation and evaluation forms* The 
appropriateness of each prescriptive/remedial 
program will be reevaluated and modified, as 
warranted by the child's progress, 

(2) . The center will record visiting professionals' 

convnents and responses to the proposed center's 
programs* 

(3) * The proposed center will record comments and 

responses to behavioral rating scales b/ part1c1- 
pating parents. Interested personnel, and visiting 
professionals. 

(4) . Descriptive research data about the population being 

served will continue to be gathered and alalyied 
for future reporting. 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. iDUCATjON, AND WEUFARE 
OFFlce OF iDUCATlON 
WASHINGTON, D,C. 20202 

PROGRAM PERFORMANCE REPORT (Discretionary Grants) 



FORM APPROVED 
OMB NO, 51 = fll09l 



Parti 



All pfantQcs with awards from programs listed under '^General Instructions^^ above regpond 



1, Date of Report: 

Septambar 25, 1976 



3, Period of Report^ From; 



1974 



2p Grant Number: 

OEC^300-74-9234 



To; 



June 30, 1976 



4. Grantee Name and Descriptive Name of Mississippi State University 

"Establish and Maintain A Child Service DemonstratiorL 
Canter For Children With Learning Disabilities " 




noted herein. 



Certification: 1 certify that to the best of my knowledge and belief thk report (mmting of this and suhsequmt pages and 
attachments) is correct and complete in all respects, except as m ay be specl^ally 
Typed Name of Project Director (s) or Principal Investigator(s) 
Eugene P* W, Martin 




^ipct Diri^tor(s) or Principal Investigator(s): 



Part II C'Accomplisiiment'* Reportinj) 



A, AH grantees, except for iliose witli awards under 13.443 
and 13,447 are to respond to this Section A. Grantees 
under 13.443 and 13,447 go to B of Part IL 

TTie grant application for programs 13,445* 13.446, 
13,450, and 13,520 provided for tiie following functions 
or activities as categorical headings in the budget and 
narrative sections: 

Research and Developnicnt 
Demonstration/Service 
Evaluation 
Kssemination 
*-Insaivice*' Training 

Progranis 13.448, 1345U and 13452 do not usually re- 
quire a breakout since the primary function or activity Is 
intrinsic to the respective program. 

For each of the above programs, functions, or activities 
(as well as those of special import for cartaipi programs: 
e,g,, replication^ advisory councils, parent involvement) 
discuss the objectives and lubobjectives presented in the 
approved application (in narrative format) in terms of: 

(a) Accomplishments and milestones met. 

(b) Slippages in attainment and reasons for the dippages. 

Refer back to your application and utilize your quantita- 
tive quarterly projections, scheduled chronolopcal order 
and target dates, and data collected and maintained as well 
as criteria mi methodologiei used to avaluate results for 
(a) and (b). 

^so highlight those phases of the plans of action presented 
in your application that proved most successful, as 



well as those that upon Impl 
fruitful. 



nnentation did not appear 



Grantees finiihing tliis portion of Pari II, go to C of 
Part II. 

3. Reporting for Grantees under 13,443 (Research and Dern 
omtration) and 13,447 (Physical Education and Recrea- 
tion Research}, 

Etiscuss major activities carried out* major departures irom 
the original plan, problems encountered, significant pre- 
liminary fmdings, results, and a description and evaluation 
of any final product. Either include copies of, or discuss: 
information materials released; reports in newspapers, 
maga^nes, journals, etc.; papers prepared for professional 
meetings; textual and graphic materials; completad curri- 
culum materials and instructionai guides, or drafts if in a 
developmental stage, special methods, techniques and 
models developed; tests, scales and other moosunng serv- 
ices used. 

Wien finished with tills portion of Part 11, 13.443 and 
13.447 grantees go to C of Part IL 

All grantees are to respond to this Section C. Discuss 
the following: 

(1) Unanticipated or anticipated spinoff developments 
(i,e,f those which were not part of your origimlly 
approved subobjectives, but which are contemplated 
mthin the purpose of the Education for the Handi' 
capped legislation, such as new cooperative inter- 
agency efforts, a decision by volunteer(s) to purmie 
a career in special education , new public school poU 
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as 



(Part 11, Section C, contlnmd from revme) 

icy to integrate handkapped children into regular 
dassroonm enactment of mandatory or other State 
legislation affecting mly education, relevant new 
course offerings at universities^ etc J, 

(2) Miare outputs are quantified in response to any por- 
tion of Part II, relate quantifjcations to cost data 



for computation of unit costi. Analyze and explain 
hl^-cost unit!. 

(3) Indicata other matters wWch you would like OE to 
know about (c,g,, community response to the pro- 
fectt trmttm concerning the prQfeci's working rela- 
tionship with OE, technical QMStstame of OE staff 
or any other relevant subject J 



Part Hi 

All grantees with a Demoiistratlon/Service function or sctivity are to complete Table L All grantee under I348S and 
13451, as well as those under uther handicapped propams with a Training/"Ini€rvice" Training activity are to complete 
Table IL 



Table lA 

Demonstration/Senice Activities Data 
Children 

Enter actual performance data for this report period into the appropriate boxes. Use age as of the time of the original applica- 
tion, or the continuation application, whichever ii later. On lines above line II, count multiliandicapped iiidividuals only once, 
by primary handicapping condition, and indicate the number of multUiandicapped in line 12, Data for lines 1 through 11 are 
for those directly served; Le„ services to those enrolled or receiving major services^ and not tliose merely screened, referred or 
given minimal or occasional services* 



Number of Handicapped Seived by Age 



Type of Handicap 


Ages 


Ages 


Ages 


Ages 
10^12 


Ages 
13»18 


Age 19 
and Over 


1. Trainable Mentally Retarded 














2« Educable Mentally Retarded 














3« Specific Learning Disabilities 


0 


10 


56 


35 


11 


0 


4/Diaf'Bllnd 














5, Deaf/Hard of Hearing 














6. Visually Handicapped 














7. Seriously Emotionally Disturbed 














8. Speech Impaired 














9, Other Health Impaired 














10. Crippled 














Total 














12, Muitlhandicapped 















If the data in the above table ditter by more than 10 percent from the data originally presented in your approved application, 
please explain the difference « 



Table IB 

Project Staff Providing Serviees to Recipients In Table lA 





Number 


Type of Staff 


Fulltime 


Part-time 
(A$ Fulhtime Bqumlsnu) 


Hrofessionel Personnel 
(excluding toachm) 


• 2 


0 


Teachers 


0 


0 


ParaprofesiiDnal 


0 


0 



Table !C 

If applicable; Services to Hioso Handicapped Not Included in Table I A 



Service 


Number of Handicapped 


Screened 




Diagnostic and Evaluative 




Found to Need Special Help 




Other Resource Assistance 





Table 11 

Preservice/Inservice Training Data 



Handicapped Area of 
Primary Concentration 


Number of 
Persons Received 
Insen/ice Training 


Number of Students Received 
Preservice Training by Degree Sought 


AA 


BA 


MA 


Post^MA 


Multihandicapped 












Administration 












Early Childhood 












Trainable Mentally Retarded 












Educable Mentally Retarded 












Specific Learning Disabilities 


70 


0 


15 


36 


35 


Deaf/Hard of Hearing 












Visually Handicapped 












Seriously Emotionally Disturbed 












Speech Impaired 












Crippled and Other Health Innpaired 












TOTAL 


70 


0 


15 


36 


35 



If data in Table 11 above differ by more than 10 percent from those in your approved application, explain. 
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